
DIRECTORS’ MEETING
 MONDAY, MARCH 21, 2005 - 11:00 A.M.

CONFERENCE ROOM 113

I. MAYOR 

1. Washington Report - March 11, 2005. 
 

II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE 

1. Material from Don Herz - RE: EMS Activity through February 28, 2005.  

FINANCE/AUDIT

1. Letter from Mark Leikam, City of Lincoln Keno Auditor - RE: Quarterly Keno
Compliance Audit - (See Letter)

  
FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

1.   Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer
- RE: Resolution & Finance Department, Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased March 7 thru March 11, 2005.

2. Monthly City Cash Report - City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral Statement -
February 28, 2005.   

PLANNING 

1. Letter from Marvin Krout to W. Cecil Steward, President/CEO, Joslyn Castle
Institute for Sustainable Communities - (See Letter) 

PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

1. Memo from Randy Hoskins - RE: Appeal of Use Permit #148 -(See Memo) 
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2. Material - RE: Salt Creek Floodplain Mapping Update-Project Overview-
(Material for Pre-Council scheduled on 3/21/05) (See Material)  

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY 

1. Combined Weed Program - City of Lincoln - February 2005 Monthly Report.

III. CITY CLERK 

IV. COUNCIL

 A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

GLENN FRIENDT

1. Request to Marc Wullschleger, Urban Development Director /Lynn Johnson,
Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Next steps for the University Place property
vacation (RFI#41-02/02/05). — 1.)  SEE RESPONSE FROM MARC
WULLSCHLEGER, URBAN DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
RECEIVED ON RFI#41-02/09/05. 

ANNETTE McROY

1. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each
Department for  specifically requested  information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995, 2000 and 2003 (RFI #164 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request
w/P.Newman)

PATTE NEWMAN 

1. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each
Department for specifically requested  information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995,  2000 and 2003 (RFI #30 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request w/A.McRoy)

2. Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Request for more
information on the tennis courts at Woods Park- (RFI#31-03/04/05). — 1.)
SEE RESPONSE FROM LYNN JOHNSON, PARKS & RECREATION
DIRECTOR RECEIVED ON RFI#31-3/14/05.
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3. Request to Marc Wullschleger, Urban Development/Lynn Johnson, Parks &
Recreation/Ann Harrell, Public Works - RE: Requesting information about the
proposed bike/ped bridge over North 27th Street - (RFI#32-3/15/05)  

V. MISCELLANEOUS

1. E-Mail from Ingrid Lott - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84th & Adams -(See
E-Mail) 

2. E-Mail from Monica Janssen, BA, MHS - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-
(See E-Mail)   

3. Letter from Yolanda Rentina - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See Letter)

4. E-Mail from Dr. Patrick Jones - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See E-Mail)

5. E-Mail from Mark Filholm - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See E-Mail)

6. E-Mail from Carleen Sanchez - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See E-Mail)

7. Letter from Tasha Thomas - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program -(See E-Mail)

8. E-Mail from S. Todd Swanson - RE: Change of Zone #05014-(Council received
copy of this E-Mail on 3/14/05 in their file folders before Formal Council
Meeting) (See E-Mail) 

9. Letter from Charles W. Swingle - RE: ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See Letter)

         10. E-Mail from Lt. Col. Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired - RE: Antelope
Valley -(See E-Mail)      

           11. Letter & Material from Steve Pella, Aquila - RE: Aquila has announced a major
step in its strategy to achieve investment-grade utility status-The announcement
is attached-(See Material)  

           12. Letter & Material from Mike Marsh, V.P., Realty Trust Group - RE: Requesting
to put item on Pending - Change of Zone #05004-84th Street & Old Cheney
Road-Pine Garden Planned Unit Development -(See Material) 
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13. Letter from Jeannette Christianson, Administrative Assistant, Lincoln Medical
Education Partnership (LMEP) Pathways to Self-Sufficiency Program - RE:
The ‘Ride for Five’ Program -(See Letter)   

14. Letter & Material from Paul Beetz & Colette Beetz - RE: My daughter received
an unpleasant letter from Lincoln Parks & Rec. telling her that her services as
lifeguard were not needed - (See Material)  

15. E-Mail & Material from J.R. Brown, North Hills - RE: Blind sided by
Development -(See Material)   

16. E-Mail from Emily Levine - RE: Change of Zone 05014-(See E-Mail)

17. E-Mail from Christopher & Katee Talley - RE: Near South Neighborhood-(See
E-Mail) 

18. 2 -E-Mail’s from Ben Rader & Sharon Nemeth - RE: Low-income bus
passports -(See E-Mail’s) 

19. Letter from A. Bus Rider - RE: Would like you to keep the ‘Ride For Five’
Program -(See Letter) 

20. Letter from Terri Smith - RE: Please consider continuing the ‘Ride For Five’
Program-(See Letter)

21. Letter from Don & Darlene Muthersbaugh - RE: In support of Change of Zone
05014-(See Letter) 

22. Faxed Letter from Janice Harroun - RE: Change of Zone 05014 -(See Letter)

23. E-Mail from Rena Worth - RE: In support of keeping the ‘Ride For Five’
Program -(See E-Mail) 

24. Letter from Jamie Taylor - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See Letter)

25. Letter from Tanna Shoyo - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program-(See Letter)

VI.  ADJOURNMENT

da032105/tjg



Washington Report

Carolyn C. Chaney
Washington Assistant

chaney@capitaledge.com

Christopher F. Giglio
giglio@capitaledge.com

Elizabeth Montgomery
montgomery@capitaledge.com

1212 New York Avenue, NW
Suite 250

Washington DC 20005

(202) 842-4930
Fax: (202) 842-5051

Washington Report
Archives Available
on the Internet at:

www.capitaledge.com/
archive.html

C I T Y  O F

Washington Report
L I N C O L N
Vol. 11  No. 6
March 11, 2005

City of Lincoln -- Washington Office

House Approves TEA-21 Bill
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Transportation
House approves TEA-21 rewrite in face of White
House veto threat.  The House overwhelmingly
approved (417-9) a six-year, $284 billion
reauthorization of federal surface transportation
programs (HR 3) this week.  The White House, in
a statement prior to the House vote, threatened
to veto the bill over a provision that would
suspend the distribution of transportation funds
to states after 2006 unless Congress “reopens”
the act to increase the minimum rate of return for
contributions to the Highway Trust Fund to 95
percent.

During the floor debate, the House adopted
without debate  a 162-page “managers
amendment” that made a number of changes to
the legislation and spelled out what percentage
of the bill's highway dollars would constitute the
"scope," or the pot of money to be divided up
among the states.  Under a carefully crafted
compromise, the $11 billion worth of high-
priority projects, or members’ earmarks, would
be included in the funds that are allocated to the
states through a formula.  The inclusion of those
funds will help keep the scope at 92.6 percent,
which is current law.  The House TEA-21 bill
approved last year did not include earmarks in
the formula, thus reducing to 84 percent the
amount of highway funds allocated to states by House and Senate panels approve FY 2006
formula.  The amendment also included a $12 budget resolutions.  Both the House and Senate
billion rescission of existing unused contract Budget Committees approved separate versions
authority to keep the bill's total contract of the FY 2006 budget resolution this week and
authority level at $284 billion, as per the leaders in both chambers hope to approve the
President’s demands. resolutions, which do not require Presidential

However, still unresolved in the bill are the
concerns of members from “donor states,” those While Republican leaders maintained that the
that receive less than they contribute to the austere budget proposals would assist in
Highway Trust Fund.  These Members, led by reducing the $400 billion deficit by half over the
House Majority Leader Tom DeLay (R-TX) want next five years, the resolutions both allowed for
each state to be guaranteed a 95 percent return, significant tax cuts over that period as well.  The
but achieving that is an almost impossible task House plan leaves room for $106 billion in tax
under the $284 billion level.  House cuts, while the Senate allows for $70 billion.  The
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee President is asking for approximately $100 billion

Chairman Don Young (R-AK) promised to
continue to work with DeLay on the issue as the
bill makes it way to a House-Senate conference.
“The bill coming out of the House is not the bill
that will go to the President,” DeLay remarked
after the floor vote.

Young was also able to increase the amount of
money in the bill for member earmarks from $8.9
billion in the bill approved in committee last
week to $10.7 billion.  The result was an increase
in the overall number of earmarks from 3,315 to
3,676 and in many cases, earmarks included in
the committee bill were increased.

Meanwhile, the Senate Environment and Public
Works Committee has tentatively scheduled a
markup of its version of a TEA-21
reauthorization bill for March 16.  However, it
remains to be seen whether a $284 billion bill
could pass that panel, as there is still a great deal
of support for the $318 billion measure approved
by the Senate last year.  Committee Chairman
James Inhofe (R-OK) indicated that he was
hopeful that revenue streams could be found to
maintain the $318 billion level without a tax
increase.

Budget

approval, on their respective floors next week.
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over the next five years to make many of is believed to be linked with global As passed by the Finance Committee, the
his tax cut proposals permanent. warming, should also be included in the list bill would increase the work requirement

Both the House and Senate budget House and panel Republicans reject that week. It also includes a provision inserted
blueprints provide for the President’s notion.  Democrats also believe that Clear by Senator Olympia Snowe (R-ME) that
request to freeze non-defense domestic Skies is actually weaker than current law would increase child care funding by $6
discretionary spending in FY 2006 at $404 with regard to air pollution controls but billion over the next five years. The
billion.  The Budget Committees also made that the Bush Administration has been Administration, joined by conservative
the fight to save the Community unwilling to enforce the Clean Air Act. Senators and many House Republicans, is
Development Block Grant (CDBG) program calling for a work requirement of 40 hours
more difficult by reducing the suggested The White House, on the other hand, per week and an increase in child care
allocation for Community and Regional believes that overly stringent air quality funding of $1 billion over the next five
Development programs (a broad funding laws will result in higher power prices as years. They argue that tougher work
category that would include CDBG) from utilities will have to spend millions on requirements and marriage promotion
its FY 2005 level of $23 billion to $13 billion equipment to comply.  In addition, they programs play a more important role in
in FY 2006.  The panels took this action believe it would cause polluting industries reducing welfare rolls. During Committee
even after a group of over 50 Senators and to move to countries with weaker air debate on the bill, Senators Trent Lott (R-
over 150 House members wrote in support quality laws, taking jobs with them. MS) and Rick Santorum (R-PA) took
of FY 2005 levels for CDBG. Snowe to task for her provision, with Lott

House and Senate leaders would like to that comprise on this issue is obtainable, arguing that child care is an issue only in
complete action on the FY 2006 budget but neither side has indicated any Washington and that the $200 million for
resolution before the April 15 deadline for willingness to comprise on the carbon marriage promotion programs and $50
its passage so that the budget process in dioxide issue. million for fatherhood programs in the bill
the Appropriations Committees can begin will do a lot more to help children than
in earnest.  In reality, the specific child care funding. 
recommendations of the budget resolution
are not binding, as they simply reflect Several Democrats, led by Senator Jeff
assumptions in arriving at the overall Bingaman (D-NM) also voiced concern
spending levels.  As the committee that will over the Snowe provision, arguing that the
have the final say in funding levels for offset, a tightening of Earned Income Tax
endangered programs such as CDBG, Credit (EITC) eligibility would hurt some
Appropriations will be the center of legal immigrants.  Bingaman said that while
attention through the spring and summer. he supports increased child care funding,

Environment
Senate committee rejects President’s “Clear among Committee members and in the
Skies” initiative.  The Senate Environment Senate at large as well as between the
and Public Works Committee this week Senate and the House.
failed to approve legislation to implement
the President’s plan rewrite federal air Created by the 1996 Welfare Reform Act,
pollution laws.  Known as the “Clear Skies” TANF replaced guaranteed welfare
Initiative, the measure seeks to reduce payments to poor single mothers with
industrial emissions of sulfer dioxides, assistance with five-year time limits tied to
nitrous oxides, and toxic mercury, and work requirements. The law creating TANF
represents the most sweeping changes to expired in 2002 and has been kept alive by
the Clean Air Act since 1991. a series of eight temporary extensions as

The Clear Skies bill failed in the EPW reauthorization of the program, unable to
Committee on a tie vote of 9-9, with resolve differences over increased work
Republican Lincoln Chafee (R-RI) siding requirements and child care funding.
with eight pale Democrats against the bill.
Chafee believes that carbon dioxide, which

of targeted emissions, but the White for TANF recipients from 30 to 34 hours a

Senators on both sides of the aisle believe saying it cost too much and Santorum

Welfare
Senate panel begins work on TANF
reauthorization; most issues remain
unresolved. The Senate Finance Committee
approved legislation to reauthorize the
Temporary Assistant for Needy Families
Program (TANF), the primary federal
welfare program for single mothers, this
week. However, widely divergent opinions
over issues such as child care funding and
work requirements remain unresolved both

Congress grappled with long term

he will seek another source of funding to
offset it. Committee Chairman Charles
Grassley (R-IA) agreed to work with
Bingaman on the issue as the bill moves
forward.

Even if the Senate resolves all of their
differences, the House remains adamant
about a 40 hour per week work requirement
and hostile to major increases in child care
funding. With the current extension of
TANF set to expire on March 31 and with
the House yet to consider a reauthorization
bill, another extension will be necessary. It
may need to be a long one.
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Grant Opportunities
Department of Health and Human
Services, March 7: The Substance Abuse
and Mental Health Services
Administration’s Center for Mental Health
Services is accepting applications for the
Targeted Capacity Expansion: Meeting the
Mental Health Services Needs of Older Adults
grant program. Approximately $4.4 million
is available for grants to expand services to
adults over 60 who are at risk for or are
experiencing mental health problems. The
grant supports both infrastructure
development and direct services. Eleven
awards from $375,000 to $400,000 per year
for projects periods of up to three years
will be given. There is no required cost-
sharing. For more information, see:
www.samhsa.gov/Grants/2005/nofa/sm05
012rfa_older.pdf. (Grants.gov)



City of Lincoln
EMS Cash Receipts/Expenditure Data 02/28/05
FY 2004-05

Emergency:
Total Month Total Month Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 11,333,698    11,862,645     (528,947)        
September 257,880        334,429          (76,549)             11,591,578    12,197,074     (605,496)        
October 340,384        236,532          103,852            11,931,962    12,433,606     (501,644)        
November 285,137        243,108          42,029              12,217,099    12,676,714     (459,615)        
December 271,751        333,645          (61,894)             12,488,850    13,010,359     (521,509)        
January 306,445        427,617          (121,172)           12,795,295    13,437,976     (642,681)        
February 272,071        295,210          (23,139)             13,067,366    13,733,186     (665,820)        
March -                    
April -                    
May -                    
June -                    
July -                    
August -                    

   
   

Non-Emergency:
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 1,490,522      1,991,639       (501,117)        
September 2,366           408                 1,958                1,492,888      1,992,047       (499,159)        
October 1,059           184                 875                   1,493,947      1,992,231       (498,284)        
November 1,555           114                 1,441                1,495,502      1,992,345       (496,843)        
December 1,883           137                 1,746                1,497,385      1,992,482       (495,097)        
January 328              154                 174                   1,497,713      1,992,636       (494,923)        
February 766              11                   755                   1,498,479      1,992,647       (494,168)        
March -                    
April -                    
May -                    
June -                    
July -                    
August -                    

    
    

Total
Total Total Net Receipts Cumulative Cumulative Cumulative

Month Receipts Expenditures (Expenditures) Receipts Expenditures Net
FY 2003-04 Balance Forward 12,824,220    13,854,284     (1,030,064)     
September 260,246        334,837          (74,591)             13,084,466    14,189,121     (1,104,655)     
October 341,443        236,716          104,727            13,425,909    14,425,837     (999,928)        
November 286,692        243,222          43,470              13,712,601    14,669,059     (956,458)        
December 273,634        333,782          (60,148)             13,986,235    15,002,841     (1,016,606)     
January 306,773        427,771          (120,998)           14,293,008    15,430,612     (1,137,604)     
February 272,837        295,221          (22,384)             14,565,845    15,725,833     (1,159,988)     
March -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 
April -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 
May -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 
June -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 
July -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 
August -               -                  -                    -                 -                  -                 

 
SOURCE:  Finance Department General Ledger
NOTE:  Amount Pending in JDE:  $0
NOTE:  Amount Received in Lock Box not posted: $0



City of Lincoln Note:  Activity is through February 28, 2005
EMS Call Volume Data
FY 2000-05
Emergency:

Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent
Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining

  FY2000-01 Total 6,570                3,475,230         590,113            2,885,117         2,337,731         67.27% 81.03% 547,386            -                    0.00%

  FY2001-02 Total 9,858                5,179,834         967,560            4,212,274         3,410,835         65.85% 80.97% 801,439            -                    0.00%

FY 2002-03  
September 838                   424,805            83,276              341,529            276,798            65.16% 81.05% 64,731              -                    0.00%  
October 844                   425,929            79,976              345,953            278,059            65.28% 80.37% 67,894              -                    0.00%  
November 822                   428,926            86,826              342,100            276,829            64.54% 80.92% 65,271              -                    0.00%  
December 830                   428,831            85,385              343,446            289,455            67.50% 84.28% 53,991              -                    0.00%  
January 789                   407,270            92,113              315,157            264,263            64.89% 83.85% 50,894              -                    0.00%  
February 797                   414,155            88,432              325,723            272,570            65.81% 83.68% 53,153              -                    0.00%  
March 848                   430,166            92,573              337,593            275,663            64.08% 81.66% 61,930              -                    0.00%  
April 851                   431,818            85,796              346,022            273,675            63.38% 79.09% 72,347              -                    0.00%  
May 882                   443,385            87,365              356,020            276,554            62.37% 77.68% 79,466              -                    0.00%   
June 781                   385,596            77,497              308,099            240,860            62.46% 78.18% 3,135                64,104              16.62%
July 822                   417,088            86,619              330,469            246,996            59.22% 74.74% 5,242                78,231              18.76%
August 910                   468,964            98,244              370,720            298,454            63.64% 80.51% 3,409                68,857              14.68%
  FY2002-03 Total 10,014              5,106,933         1,044,102         4,062,831         3,270,176         64.03% 80.49% 581,463            211,192            4.14%

FY 2003-04  
September 792                   399,190            83,666              315,524            256,738            64.31% 81.37% 4,571                54,215              13.58%
October 898                   452,964            92,512              360,452            290,947            64.23% 80.72% 3,245                66,260              14.63%
November 860                   436,197            91,214              344,983            270,907            62.11% 78.53% 5,075                69,001              15.82%
December 936                   474,101            105,622            368,479            293,034            61.81% 79.53% 6,707                68,738              14.50%
January 873                   455,856            107,889            347,967            270,057            59.24% 77.61% 6,245                71,665              15.72%
February 832                   439,676            111,974            327,702            257,048            58.46% 78.44% 4,786                65,868              14.98%
March 716                   386,466            94,212              292,254            232,119            60.06% 79.42% 4,039                56,096              14.52%
April 756                   398,475            93,940              304,535            232,109            58.25% 76.22% 1,846                70,580              17.71%
May 847                   442,566            96,810              345,756            252,843            57.13% 73.13% 2,205                90,708              20.50%
June 857                   455,539            101,982            353,557            254,590            55.89% 72.01% 2,622                96,345              21.15%
July 899                   477,808            96,999              380,809            267,707            56.03% 70.30% 9,527                103,575            21.68%
August 870                   466,677            98,585              368,092            243,783            52.24% 66.23% 5,567                118,742            25.44%
  FY2003-04 Total 10,136              5,285,515         1,175,405         4,110,110         3,121,882         59.06% 75.96% 56,435              931,793            17.63%

FY 2004-05
September 897                   497,114            101,370            395,744            237,720            47.82% 60.07% 4,832                153,192            30.82%
October 843                   457,583            96,841              360,742            220,328            48.15% 61.08% 1,851                138,563            30.28%
November 774                   427,823            80,214              347,609            185,299            43.31% 53.31% 3,246                159,064            37.18%
December 806                   446,068            92,092              353,976            165,833            37.18% 46.85% 2,204                185,939            41.68%
January 914                   516,158            100,636            415,522            60,682              11.76% 14.60% 3,344                351,496            68.10%
February 310                   172,886            30,594              142,292            -                    0.00% 0.00% -                    142,292            82.30%
March
April
May
June
July
August
  FY2004-05 Total 4,544                2,517,632         501,747            2,015,885         869,862            34.55% 43.15% 15,477              1,130,546         44.91%

Non-Emergency:
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent

Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining

  FY2000-01 Total 1,633                750,531            279,174            471,357            383,802            51.14% 81.42% 87,555              -                    0.00%

  FY2001-02 Total 2,189                1,065,522         402,525            662,997            565,995            53.12% 85.37% 97,002              -                    0.00%

FY 2002-03
September 140                   56,319              16,747              39,572              36,110              64.12% 91.25% 3,462                -                    0.00%  
October 199                   85,725              28,758              56,967              47,540              55.46% 83.45% 9,427                -                    0.00%  
November 171                   77,898              22,824              55,074              46,290              59.42% 84.05% 8,784                -                    0.00%  
December 200                   81,937              24,932              57,005              51,231              62.52% 89.87% 5,774                -                    0.00%  
January 209                   86,852              28,485              58,367              50,140              57.73% 85.90% 8,227                -                    0.00%  
February 167                   63,981              20,286              43,695              37,396            58.45% 85.58% 6,299              -                   0.00%
March 198                   79,128              26,134              52,994              46,164              58.34% 87.11% 6,830                -                    0.00%  
April 145                   59,819              13,373              46,446              35,782              59.82% 77.04% 10,664              -                    0.00%  
May 129                   54,812              14,360              40,452              31,999              58.38% 79.10% 8,453                -                    0.00%  
June 131                   57,300              17,297              40,003              36,847              64.31% 92.11% -                    3,156                5.51%  
July 145                   60,831              17,255              43,576              40,527              66.62% 93.00% 1,019                2,030                3.34%  
August 126                   50,964              16,207              34,757              29,967              58.80% 86.22% 632                   4,158                8.16%  
  FY2002-03 Total 1,960                815,566            246,658            568,908            489,993            60.08% 86.13% 69,571              9,344                1.15%

FY 2003-04  
September 139                   58,362              19,253              39,109              35,635              61.06% 91.12% -                    3,474                5.95%
October 126                   51,694              15,824              35,870              30,695              59.38% 85.57% 1,217                3,958                7.66%
November 99                     42,922              10,536              32,386              28,471              66.33% 87.91% 846                   3,069                7.15%
December 118                   49,024              12,426              36,598              31,588              64.43% 86.31% 1,950                3,060                6.24%
January 101                   41,919              14,203              27,716              21,129              50.40% 76.23% 408                   6,179                14.74%
February 7                       3,774                1,069                2,705                2,704                71.65% 99.96% -                    -                    0.00%
March 6                       2,126                162                   1,964                1,615                75.96% 82.23% -                    349                   16.42%
April 5                       1,761                445                   1,316                1,316                74.73% 100.00% -                    -                    0.00%
May 5                       1,315                108                   1,207                1,207                91.79% 100.00% -                    -                    0.00%
June -                    -                    -                    -                    -                      -                    -                     



July -                    -                    -                    -                    -                      -                    -                     
August -                    -                    -                    -                    -                      -                    -                     
  FY2003-04 Total 606                   252,897            74,026              178,871            154,360            61.04% 86.30% 4,421                20,089              7.94%

Total
Total Amount Contractual Collectable Amount Collection Collection Write Remaining Percent

Month Bills Billed Reductions Amount Collected % of Gross % of Net Offs Accounts Rec Remaining

  FY2000-01 Total 8,203                4,225,761         869,287            3,356,474         2,721,533         64.40% 81.08% 634,941            -                    0.00%

  FY2001-02 Total 12,047              6,245,356         1,370,085         4,875,271         3,976,830         63.68% 81.57% 898,441            -                    0.00%

FY 2002-03
September 978                   481,124            100,023            381,101            312,908            65.04% 82.11% 68,193              -                    0.00%
October 1,043                511,654            108,734            402,920            325,599            63.64% 80.81% 77,321              -                    0.00%
November 993                   506,824            109,650            397,174            323,119            63.75% 81.35% 74,055              -                    0.00%
December 1,030                510,768            110,317            400,451            340,686            66.70% 85.08% 59,765              -                    0.00%
January 998                   494,122            120,598            373,524            314,403            63.63% 84.17% 59,121              -                    0.00%
February 964                   478,136            108,718            369,418            309,966            64.83% 83.91% 59,452              -                    0.00%
March 1,046                509,294            118,707            390,587            321,827            63.19% 82.40% 68,760              -                    0.00%
April 996                   491,637            99,169              392,468            309,457            62.94% 78.85% 83,011              -                    0.00%
May 1,011                498,197            101,725            396,472            308,553            61.93% 77.82% 87,919              -                    0.00%
June 912                   442,896            94,794              348,102            277,707            62.70% 79.78% 3,135                67,260              15.19%
July 967                   477,919            103,874            374,045            287,523            60.16% 76.87% 6,261                80,261              16.79%
August 1,036                519,928            114,451            405,477            328,421            63.17% 81.00% 4,041                73,015              14.04%
  FY2002-03 Total 11,974              5,922,499         1,290,760         4,631,739         3,760,169         63.49% 81.18% 651,034            220,536            3.72%

FY 2003-04
September 931                   457,552            102,919            354,633            292,373            63.90% 82.44% 4,571                57,689              12.61%
October 1,024                504,658            108,336            396,322            321,642            63.73% 81.16% 4,462                70,218              13.91%
November 959                   479,119            101,750            377,369            299,378            62.49% 79.33% 5,921                72,070              15.04%
December 1,054                523,125            118,048            405,077            324,622            62.05% 80.14% 8,657                71,798              13.72%
January 974                   497,775            122,092            375,683            291,186            58.50% 77.51% 6,653                77,844              15.64%
February 839                   443,450            113,043            330,407            259,752            58.58% 78.62% 4,786                65,869              14.85%
March 722                   388,592            94,374              294,218            233,734            60.15% 79.44% 4,039                56,445              14.53%
April 761                   400,236            94,385              305,851            233,425            58.32% 76.32% 1,846                70,580              17.63%
May 852                   443,881            96,918              346,963            254,050            57.23% 73.22% 2,205                90,708              20.44%
June 857                   455,539            101,982            353,557            254,590            55.89% 72.01% 2,622                96,345              21.15%
July 899                   477,808            96,999              380,809            267,707            56.03% 70.30% 9,527                103,575            21.68%
August 870                   466,677            98,585              368,092            243,783            52.24% 66.23% 5,567                118,742            25.44%
  FY2003-04 Total 10,742              5,538,412         1,249,431         4,288,981         3,276,242         59.15% 76.39% 60,856              951,883            17.19%

FY 2004-05
September 897                   497,114            101,370            395,744            237,720            47.82% 60.07% 4,832                153,192            30.82%
October 843                   457,583            96,841              360,742            220,328            48.15% 61.08% 1,851                138,563            30.28%
November 774                   427,823            80,214              347,609            185,299            43.31% 53.31% 3,246                159,064            37.18%
December 806                   446,068            92,092              353,976            165,833            37.18% 46.85% 2,204                185,939            41.68%
January 914                   516,158            100,636            415,522            60,682              11.76% 14.60% 3,344                351,496            68.10%
February 310                   172,886            30,594              142,292            -                    0.00% 0.00% -                    142,292            82.30%
March -                    
April -                    
May -                    
June -                    
July -                    
August -                    
  FY2004-05 Total 4,544                2,517,632         501,747            2,015,885         869,862            34.55% 43.15% 15,477              1,130,546         44.91%

Note:  The Amount collected for the first twenty months (1-1-2001 to 8-31-2002) does not reflect a reduction of the $100,000 refunded to Medicare as result of the compliance audit.  If
that amount were included, the net collections will approximate 63.5% for the first twenty months.
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The Honorable Mayor 
And Members of the City Council 
Lincoln, Nebraska 
 
I have performed the procedures as required by Revenue Ruling 35-96-3 
published by the Nebraska Department of Revenue, Charitable Gaming 
Division, which were agreed to by the City of Lincoln and the Nebraska 
Department of Revenue, solely to assist the specified users in evaluating the 
City of Lincoln’s compliance with the Nebraska County and City Lottery Act 
and County and City Lottery Regulations during the quarter ended December 
31, 2004.  The sufficiency of these procedures is solely the responsibility of 
the specified users of the report. 
 
Sample sizes exceeded the minimum required and additional procedures were 
performed as determined necessary by the City of Lincoln’s level of keno 
activity and are summarized as follows: 
 
Audit Procedure 
 

Sample Required 

• Review videotapes of ball draws. 
 

142 games 15 games 

• Review winning tickets of 
$1,500 and over. 

 

 
100% (56 tickets) 

 
100% (up to 23) 

• Review paid tickets 
 

200 tickets 23 tickets 
 

• Review void tickets. 
 

100 tickets 23 tickets 

• Trace paid tickets to the 
transaction log. 

 

 
50 tickets 

 
23 tickets 

• Verify the accuracy of the 
transaction log. 

 

 
3 days 

 
1 shift 

• Recalculate the prize reserve 
balance and reconcile to prize 
bank accounts. 

 

 
 
Monthly  
 

 
 
Not required 

• Verify that lottery worker 
applications have been filed with 
the State for all employees 
performing work directly related 
to the conduct of the lottery. 

 
 
 
 
100% 

 
 
 
 
Not required 
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During the performance of the required procedures and additional testing noted above, no 
findings were noted except the following:  
   
 Regulation: Nebraska County And City Lottery Act, Section 9-646.01 
   
 Condition: On October 26, 2004, a keno writer at Heidelberg’s South extended 

credit to a keno player for the purchase of three keno tickets totaling 
$11.10. 

   
 Criteria: The Nebraska County and City Lottery Act, Section 9-646.01 

prohibits the extension of credit from the gross proceeds of the lottery 
for the purchase of lottery tickets. 

   
 Cause: The keno writer wrote the three tickets on credit while awaiting 

approval from the main site for a $300 winning ticket the player had 
presented for payment. 

   
 Effect: Credit was extended to the keno player from the gross proceeds of 

the lottery causing the keno writer’s drawer to be short $11.10. 
   
 Additional Facts: The extension of credit was observed by a Big Red Keno manager 

and reported to the Lincoln Police Department.  The keno writer was 
cited by the Lincoln Police Department.  Big Red Keno removed the 
keno writer from the keno computer system. 

   
   
   

This report is intended solely for the information and use of officials of the City of Lincoln, the 
management of Lincoln’s Big Red Lottery Services Ltd. and the Nebraska Department of 
Revenue and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified 
parties. 
 

 
 
Mark Leikam     
City of Lincoln Keno Auditor   
March 14, 2005 















Memorandum
To: City Council

From: Randy Hoskins, City Traffic Engineer 

Date: March 15, 2005

Subject: Appeal of Use Permit No. 148

On March 2, 2005, the Planning Commission approved Use Permit No. 148 and allowed direct
access to and from the property (King Crest) on 27th Street.  This break in the control of access
has raised several concerns for the Public Works and Utilities Department.  

Prior to the construction of 27th Street to its current configuration, good land planning was
practiced and control of access was purchased for the entire stretch of the roadway from Superior
Street to Interstate 80, including the subject property.  This purchase of access control was done
to ensure that no driveways would be made onto 27th Street, requiring proper internal circulation
layouts for developments, since 27th Street was expected to be a major traffic carrying arterial
street.  The fact that the King Crest property would not be allowed access was clearly noted in
recorded documents.  Access to the site, as a residential property, was granted through an
easement that led out to Folkways Boulevard.

Access to this site as a commercial property was to have been accomplished through an internal
roadway system within the King Ridge development.  It was assumed that additional grading
would be done to the property to allow it to be at nearly the same grade as the surrounding
properties.  Instead, this lot is developing separately at a higher elevation than the surrounding
properties, which prompted concerns by the developer as to access to the King Crest site.

In working with Olsson Associates, the engineer for the King Ridge development, a suitable
means of access was worked out to the internal street system for the King Crest site and the
existing T. O. Haas Tire store.  While the applicant would undoubtedly prefer to reacquire direct
access to 27th Street, the newly proposed route actually creates a shorter distance to get to the
King Crest lot than the previous version of the King Ridge development access would have
required.

The access to the King Crest site will be no different than other development along 27th Street
north of Superior.  There are no driveways with direct access to 27th Street serving retail sites
along this whole stretch.  Access to individual businesses is gained by using the platted streets,
either public or private, and then branching off into individual establishments.

In this area, 27th Street currently carries about 17,000 trips per day, with significant undeveloped
areas remaining along the corridor.  The King Ridge Development will create over 21,000 new
trips per day to this area at build-out, many of which will access the site via 27th Street.  To put
this in perspective, Interstate 80 carries about 28,000 to 33,000 vehicles per day.  In order to be
able to handle the expected future volumes of traffic, the efficiency and safety of this corridor



must not be compromised through the addition of driveways.

There are many commercial properties that have been developed along 27th Street without direct
access.  To single out one lot and allow the access control to be broken will undoubtedly bring
more requests for driveways as a fairness issue, thereby further diminishing the traffic carrying
capacity and safety of North 27th Street.  This would also tend to erode the careful previous
planning for good access control and safe access to all the retail and residential sites.



A        

Salt Creek Floodplain Mapping Update 

Project Overview

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is undertaking a comprehensive, multi-year 
initiative to update aging flood hazard maps for communities across the country.  As part of this 
Federal program, FEMA is partnering with the City of Lincoln in cooperation with the Lower Platte 
South NRD to develop more accurate floodplain information for various streams and channels 
within the City and its future growth areas, including Salt Creek.   

 
The current FEMA floodplain for Salt Creek is outdated, having been initially developed by the 
Corps of Engineers in the late 1970’s.  This was recognized by the Mayor’s Floodplain Task Force, 
which recommended a new, comprehensive floodplain study and FEMA floodplain mapping effort 
for Salt Creek.  The Salt Creek mapping update will produce revised FEMA floodplain maps for 
Salt Creek using the latest technology and data available to accurately reflect Salt Creek’s 
floodplain. This information will assist in efforts to protect homes and businesses from flood 
hazards and provide guidance for future development adjacent to the channel.   

 
The mapping project is expected to take approximately one year and to be completed in early 
2006.  FEMA will then incorporate this information into a more comprehensive, updated digital 
floodplain map for the City of Lincoln.  It is anticipated to take a year or more following the 
completion of the Salt Creek study for FEMA’s formal process before the revised Salt Creek 
floodplain is reflected on the official FEMA floodplain maps.  

 
The project will include the following major components: 

 
§ Updating the FEMA floodplain and floodway maps extending from approximately ½ mile 

south of Saltillo Road to the confluence with Stevens Creek.  (See figure on reverse side). 
 

§ Addressing the Salt Creek flood storage areas as they relate to the floodway boundary.   
 

§ A series of 3 open houses to provide information regarding the status of the study:  
1) to describe the goals and objectives of the project; 2) to present and receive feedback 
on draft floodplain and floodway boundaries; and 3) to display the floodplain and floodway 
boundaries that incorporate FEMA review comments prior to adoption by the City of 
Lincoln. 

 
§ A visual presentation that communicates the goals and objectives of the project to be 

used at the open houses, and to be made available by the project team to various 
neighborhood associations, business groups, civic organizations, and other interest groups.  

 
§ Several interest group meetings to discuss the draft floodplain and floodway maps and 

answer questions from groups that share similar concerns. 



A  



Combined Weed Program
City of Lincoln

February 2005 Monthly Report
Weed Awareness
The annual Weed Awareness insert was
published in the UNL Cooperative Extension
Service in Lancaster County NEBline. It included
the 2004 annual report, saltcedar being added
as a noxious weed, purple loosestrife in
Lincoln’s streams, new weed control legislation
and how to control noxious weeds. Copies of the
inserts are available at the Weed Control
Authority office. A special mailing will be made
to over 800 homeowners that had ornamental
purple loosestrife planted in their yards. They
will be thanked for removing these plants,
making them aware of the wild plants that have

                           Taylor Park
germinated in Lincoln streams and to encourage
them to participate in the campaign for removal
from all yards and to report any wild plants
observed in drainages.

Lower Platte Weed
Management Area
The 10 counties in the Lower Platte River
Watershed, which includes Lancaster County,
have joined together to combat noxious weeds
and invasive plants. A strong effort has been
initiated to control some aggressive newly
invading plants. They are purple loosestrife,
saltcedar and phragmites (common reed). All

three are invaders of riparian areas and present
special challenges. They are all spread from upstream
sources. It is very important that plants be controlled
in the upper reaches of the watershed before they
become established along the major streams. Grant
funds were obtained in 2004 to help with the

control of these
targeted invaders
along the Platte
and Missouri
Rivers. Over 1500
acres of small
infestations were
treated. Grant
funds and other
sources of funds
are being sought
in 2005 to treat
these invaders
throughout the
watershed.

             Saltcedar

February Activities
8       8:30 Commons Mtg Annual Report

11:45 County Staff Meeting
5:30 LPSNRD Meeting

17 LPWMA Steering Committee
10 7:30 Mgt Team Mtg
22-24 NWCA Conference North Platte
28 Monthly activity report

March  Planned Activities
10 SE NACO Meeting
17 Lower Loup NRD
22 Phragmites meeting, Grand Island
24 LPWMA Meeting
25 FY2002 budget to B&F Division
27 Publish general notice



M E M O R A N D U M

To: Patt e New man
From: Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation
Date: March 14, 2005
Subject: RFI Regarding Woods Tennis Center
cc: City Council Members

Mayor Coleen Seng

The purpose of t his memo is to respond to your recent RFI regarding the Woods
Tennis Center.

Background:
In 197 4 a feasibility study w as prepared to address the need for a tennis center in
Lincoln.   This study proposed development  of  23  tennis courts in Woods Park (6
indoor court s and 17  outdoor court s).

The City encouraged tennis enthusiasts t o develop a strategy to f ind private funding
to develop a tennis center in Woods Park.  In 1985,  the Woods Tennis Corporation
(WTC) was formed w ith t he intent of  generating funding through a group of
investors t o create an indoor tennis center.  These investors provided $300 ,500  to
fund improvements to the tennis center, and to cover operating deficit s during
years w hen expenses exceeded revenues.  Later that year, the City contracted wit h
WTC to construct  covers for up t o six courts and to manage operation of  the
Woods Tennis Center f rom October to May each year for a period of 1 0 years.  The
agreement included an option for a five-year renew al aft er the initial contract
period.  The agreement also included a provision whereby the investors w ould be
reimbursed for their init ial investment plus int erest.   (During the past 20  years the
Woods Tennis Center has generated suff icient revenue to allow  investors to be paid
$32 for each $200 invested.)  The WTC erected an air st ructure (“ bubble” ) over
three of the exist ing tennis court s and began operation.

In 1986 , the former tennis clubhouse building w as constructed through donations
and in-kind contribut ions tot aling $11 3,409.   The building was gifted to the City of
Lincoln, and the Woods Tennis Center was managed out of  it.

In 198 8,  the City const ructed the fourth set of  three tennis courts, and the WTC
erected an air struct ure over them at a cost of  $139 ,600 .



In 199 2,  a new  master plan for Woods Park was adopted by the City  Council
inc luding six  addit ional outdoor t ennis court s at  the Woods Tennis Center - t hree
w est of  the exist ing courts, and three south.

In 199 4,  a w indstorm damaged the w est “ bubble”  and destroyed t he east
“ bubble.”   The WTC secured a small business administration (SBA) loan of
$120 ,000  and used this t o assist in f unding the cost  of $ 172,685 t o repair and
replace the “ bubbles” .  The contract  betw een the City  and WTC was revised to
allow  addit ional t ime for WTC to recoup t he addit ional replacement  costs because
of  the st orm.  The new  cont ract term w as for t en years,  w it h an opt ional renew al
for an eight-year period.

In October 1997 , the “bubbles”  w ere collapsed and damaged as a result of  the
unseasonable snowstorm. WTC funded repair and restoration of  the “ bubbles”  and
tennis court  lighting.

In 2001 , WTC const ructed the fif th set  of t ennis courts at a cost of  $210 ,000
utilizing funds donated to the “ Park-it-at-Woods”  campaign.  Also that year, the
City approached WTC regarding taking over year-round operation of t he facility
(including the May t hrough September period).  WTC agreed to t his change
result ing in a savings to the Parks & Recreat ion Department budget .

In 2003 , the City and WTC developed plans for improvements to t he entrance and
plaza area at t he Woods Tennis Center,  a new tennis clubhouse meeting ADA
requirements,  and replacing the aging wading pool at Woods Pool w ith a
“ spraygound” .  The contract  w as revised to ref lect year-round operation of  the
tennis center by WTC and reducing the required contribution to the CIP in
acknowledgment of  the disruption caused by construct ion.  This contract w as for a
one-year period.

In 2004 , the contract  w as extended for one year due to on-going construct ion.

The current  cont ract ext ends through March 31, 2 005, and WTC has expressed
int erest  in renew ing the cont ract for an ext ended period consist ent  w it h earl ier
cont racts.

Questions:
Is Woods Tennis Corporation self-support ing?
Yes, WTC is self-support ing.  WTC provides for day-to-day operation of  the Woods
Tennis Center including staf fing,  utilit ies, insurance, and regular maintenance of the
clubhouse and associated tennis court s.

Please provide details regarding what  the WTC provides for maintenance of the
court s and w hat t he City  of  Lincoln cont ribut es:



The current cont ract w ith WTC requires that  2%  of gross revenues be paid to the
City of  Lincoln to be placed into a CIP account f or fut ure repair and replacement of
the tennis clubhouse and associated tennis court s.  Previously, t he cont ract
required that 5% of gross revenues be paid to t he City to be placed into the CIP. 
As indicated above, the percentage of return w as reduced over the past tw o years
due to disruption associat ed w ith const ruct ion act ivit ies.

These funds have been used to replace light ing on t hree of t he outdoor court s, t o
resurface six of t he indoor courts, and to assist w ith f unding construction of  the
new  tennis clubhouse.

Is it t rue that t he WTC contribut ion to t he CIP dropped from 5% to 2 %?
Yes, the mandatory cont ribution t o the CIP w as reduced during the period of
construction of  the new  clubhouse and associated improvements to t he Woods
Tennis Center.  It  is anticipated that the mandatory  contribution w ill be increased to
at least 5 % as part of  a new  operating agreement now  that  construct ion is
complete.

Are Lincoln Public Schools,  Wesleyan or UNL st udents charged the same rates as
other groups or are there different f ees for dif ferent organizations and diff erent
circumstances?  Who decides what  prioritization is given?
Per the operat ing agreement , rates and prices f or use of  the Woods Tennis Center
are rev iew ed and approved by  the Cit y.   The current  operating agreement  states
that  WTC w ill honor the long-standing joint facility use agreement betw een the Cit y
of Lincoln and Lincoln Public Schools (LPS) by providing outdoor court  time free of
charge for LPS practices and events.   Occasionally, LPS programs have used indoor
courts due to inclement w eather and are charged at t he same rate as individuals
w ith a membership pass.  UNL programs have not requested or received a
discounted rate.  Wesleyan University programs pay for use of the facility at t he
same rate as indiv iduals w ith a membership pass.

Renewal of the Operating Agreement:

As stated above, the init ial operating agreement betw een WTC and the City f or
improvements and operation of t he Woods Tennis Center w as established in 198 5.  
The agreement w as renewed in 199 4 f or an extended period, and the agreement
has been renewed in one-year increments for the past tw o years.  The WTC and
the Parks & Recreation Department  w ill be proposing a new mult i-year contract f or
review  and act ion by the City  Council.   I believe that t his is in t he City ’s interest
due to the long-standing relationship betw een the parties, and in recognition of
substantial investment t hat WTC has made in the Woods Tennis Center.

Please phone me at 441 -82 65  if  you have any addit ional quest ions.



Joan V Ray

03/10/05 03:14 PM

To: lincspine@juno.com
cc: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes

Subject: WalMart

Dear Ms. Lott:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/10/2005 03:15 PM -----

lincspine@juno.com

03/10/2005 03:09 PM
To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: WalMart

Dear Council Members,

I am a resident of the Regent Heights area near the 84th and Adams
intersection where there are plans to possibly allow a WalMart to be
built.  I have some HUGE concerns about the placement of this store.

1)  There is a school, where our children of Lincoln, attend on a daily
basis.  A store at this location would greatly jeapordize the safety of
those children.  I do not have any children at this school, but I am
still very concerned.

2)  Also in relation to the locaction of the school:  Has anyone
considered the fact that WalMart carries alcohol and the store would
potentially be too close to a school?

3)  As with so many projects in our city, the
cart-before-the-horse-mentality tends to reign.  Adams street should be
improved BEFORE any store is built, not during or after!

4)  I don't think we need another WalMart, though I enjoy shopping there
myself.

5)  All the other WalMart stores in Lincoln have been built in areas
where there were not already homes existing so people had a choice if
they wanted to be near it.  Why not move the store further north, closer
to the Lancaster Event Center?

Please consider my concerns, and thank you very much for your time!

Sincerely,

Ingrid Lott
7941 Zachary Circle
Lincoln NE  68507
466-9440
lincspine@juno.com



Joan V Ray

03/11/05 08:52 AM

To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc:

Subject: (no subject)

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/11/2005 08:54 AM -----

Moncia Janssen 
<mjanssen@ci.lincoln.
ne.us>

03/11/2005 08:52 AM

To: jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: (no subject)

Thank you for responding to my email.  I realized that I neglected to 
stress the importance of maintaining the affordability of the Ride for 
Five program.  I strongly feel that the price needs to remain  at the $5 
bus pass and $10 handivan level, so that low income and disabled 
individuals can continue to utilize and benefit from this program.  I 
assist several clients who would not be able to afford the 
transportation if the price were to increase.  I do hope that the City 
Council keeps this in mind as they make this important decision.
Thank you so much for your attention to this issue.
Sincerely,
Monica Janssen, BA, MHS





Joan V Ray

03/11/05 02:14 PM

To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc:

Subject: Re: "Ride for Five" Program

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/11/2005 02:17 PM -----

Joan V Ray

03/11/2005 09:47 AM
To: Patrick Jones <democracy8888@yahoo.com>
cc:

Subject: Re: "Ride for Five" Program

Dear Mr. Jones:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Patrick Jones <democracy8888@yahoo.com>

Patrick Jones 
<democracy8888@yah
oo.com>

03/10/2005 10:45 PM

To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, campjon@aol.com, amcroy@ci.lincoln.ne.us, 
Terry Werner <twernerlnk@aol.com>

cc: mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us
Subject: "Ride for Five" Program

Council Members:

I am writing to strongly encourage you to continue to
support and fully fund the "Ride for Five" program.  

I am a new professor in the History Department and at
the Institute for Ethnic Studies at UNL.  Much of my
own work focuses on issues of social justice and the
struggles of working people and people of color in
urban America.  In my work, I know that access to
affordable transportation can often be the crucial
link between poor, disabled and working people to
employment, housing, shopping and social services. 
Without this access, these resources can be out of
reach for many.  The positive impact of this kind of
program on individual lives and the broader health of
the community is usually profound, and far outpaces
the rate of public investment.  Without such programs,
the delicate balance many working people forge in
order to live decent, dignified, self-reliant lives
can be upset.  I have seen the way a small front-end
investment in affordable transportation results in a
larger savings for our community down the road.

From what I have come to know from friends and
colleagues in local government and in the social
service sector here in Lincoln, I am very impressed



with the "Ride for Five" program's clear and positive
effects on our community.  I am concerned that even a
modest increase in the program's fee from $5 a month
to $10 a month, let alone a more dramatic escalation
to $30 a month, will put the service beyond the grasp
of many of our community's most needy, and that the
consequences of such action will be devastating. 
While I understand that we are living in difficult
economic times and that tough financial decisions
often need to be made, I believe that it is important
that we not balance our budgets on the backs of the
poor and working-class, particularly by cutting
funding to a program that is so demonstrably
beneficial.

To me, the measure of a humane and decent community, a
community that is healthy and secure, is the degree to
which it funds basic social services for the poor,
working people and the disabled.  As we all know, the
economic transformations currently rippling through
our society often place a significant burden on the
poor, working people and the disabled.  Right now,
many of our fellow community members are spending long
hours and expending tremendous effort to earn a basic
living wage and provide for their families;  they are
the foundation of our city.  I encourage you to stand
with them by refunding the "Ride for Five" program at
its current fee rate of $5 a month.

Sincerely,
Dr. Patrick Jones

Patrick D. Jones, Ph.D.
Assistant Professor

Department of History
Institute for Ethnic Studies
University of Nebraska-Lincoln
Office Email:  pjones2@unl.edu
Office Phone:  (402) 472-3250
Office Fax:  (402) 472-8839

"History does not refer merely, or even principally, 
to the past.  On the contrary, the great force of 
history comes from the fact that we carry it within 
us, are unconsciously controlled by it in many ways, 
and history is literally present in all that we do."

                                  -  James Baldwin

  
__________________________________ 
Do you Yahoo!? 
Yahoo! Small Business - Try our new resources site!
http://smallbusiness.yahoo.com/resources/ 



Joan V Ray

03/11/05 02:14 PM

To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc:

Subject: Re: 

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/11/2005 02:18 PM -----

Joan V Ray

03/11/2005 01:59 PM
To: emkcor@myway.com
cc:

Subject: Re: 

Dear Mr. Filholm:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

"emkcor@myway.com" <emkcor

"emkcor@myway.com" 
<emkcor

03/11/2005 01:52 PM
Please respond to 
emkcor

To: mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Subject:

My name is Mark Filholm. I am a volunteer at the Lincoln Action Program.
I am wrighting in regards to the 'Ride For Five' program, which I understand is up for a council vote in the next 
couple weeks.
I must say I have seen this program work a number of times with our clients here at LAP.
Doctors appointments, and job interviews seem to be the biggest uses of the 'Ride For Five' program.
We at LAP deal with the poorest people in the Lincoln area.These are people who, for various reasons, can-not 
afford to ride the bus at $1.00 per trip. This 'Ride For Five' program is the only way many of these people can get 
to these appointments.
Thank you for your time.

No banners. No pop-ups. No kidding.
Make My Way your home on the Web -! http://www.myway.com 



Joan V Ray

03/11/05 02:27 PM

To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc:

Subject: Re: "Ride for Five" program

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/11/2005 02:30 PM -----

Joan V Ray

03/11/2005 02:26 PM
To: Carleen D Sanchez <csanchez2@unlnotes.unl.edu>
cc:

Subject: Re: "Ride for Five" program

Dear Ms. Sanchez:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Carleen D Sanchez <csanchez2@unlnotes.unl.edu>

Carleen D Sanchez 
<csanchez2@unlnotes.
unl.edu>

03/11/2005 02:28 PM

To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us, mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: "Ride for Five" program

Dear Mayor Seng and Members of the Lincoln City Council,

I am writing to strongly encourage you to continue to support and fully fund 
the "Ride for Five" program.  

While I understand that all strata of government are under increasing pressure 
to cover rising costs in times of budgetary restrictions, I believe it is of 
critical importance to provide services for those members of our community at 
greatest need.  

I am concerned that even a modest increase in the program's fee from $5 a 
month to $10 a month, let alone a more dramatic escalation to $30 a month, 
will put the service beyond the grasp of many of our community's most needy, 
and that the consequences of such action will be devastating. 

I urge the council to continue supporting the Ride for Five program so that 
economically and physically challenged riders can continue to rely on our 
support. 

Sincerely, 

Carleen D. Sanchez, PhD, Assistant Professor



Anthropology and Ethnic Studies
University of Nebraska, Lincoln
224 Bessey Hall
Lincoln, NE 68588-0368
(402) 472-3925
csanchez2@unl.edu





Joan V Ray

03/14/05 11:24 AM

To: CouncilPacket/Notes@Notes
cc:

Subject: Change of Zone No. 05014

----- Forwarded by Joan V Ray/Notes on 03/14/2005 11:28 AM -----

SToddSwanson@netsc
ape.net

03/14/2005 11:15 AM

To: plan@ci.lincoln.ne.us, council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: Change of Zone No. 05014

Dear Planning Commission and City Council:

I am a resident whose property would undergo a zoning change under the Change 
of Zone no. 05014 proposal. I am writing to express my support for Change of 
Zone no. 05014 (Near South Neighborhood).  This change of zone is vital to 
protecting and reinforcing the strong single-family character of our historic 
neighborhood and manages to do so without adversely affecting any existing 
apartments.  Change of Zone 05014 weaves together the various housing needs of 
the Near South Neighborhood by dedicating areas for single-family homes and 
recognizing other areas best suited for apartments. 
 
This change of zone will help make the Near South Neighborhood more stable, 
increasing market values and the quality of life for all residents.  Please 
help us keep our city strong by voting yes on Change of Zone no. 05014.
 
Sincerely,

S. Todd Swanson
2600 A ST
Lincoln NE 68502-1842

__________________________________________________________________
Switch to Netscape Internet Service.
As low as $9.95 a month -- Sign up today at http://isp.netscape.com/register

Netscape. Just the Net You Need.

New! Netscape Toolbar for Internet Explorer
Search from anywhere on the Web and block those annoying pop-ups.
Download now at http://channels.netscape.com/ns/search/install.jsp





Joan V Ray

03/15/2005 09:19 AM

To: jwjjr@concentric.net
cc: amcroy@mccrealty.com, newman2003@neb.rr.com, 

ksvoboda@alltel.net, joncampcc@aol.com, twernerlnk@aol.com, 
glenn@friendt.com, JCookcc@aol.com

Subject: Re: Antelope Valley

Dear Sir:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the Council 
Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

jwjjr@concentric.net

jwjjr@concentric.net

03/15/2005 12:03 AM
To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: Antelope Valley

Council Members!

How much money has Kent Seacrest been paid to front for and carry water for the Antelope 
Valley scheme?  Also, where is the Antelope Valley office, what is its phone number, who is on 
its staff, how is it funded, how much are they paid, and how much taxpayer money has been 
spent on the project?  Finally, how much eminent domain power has been used to date to create 
AV -- that is, how many property owners resisted condemnation of their properties and were 
forced to surrender them to the AV?  At what cost?  What accountability do these bureaucrats 
have?  

Note to BCC recipients:  Let's see if the Council WILL answer these questions or insure that I 
receive an answer at all.  At least two Council members are seeking re-election.  If you attend 
any candidate forums, I suggest you ask these same questions.  The public has a right to know -- 
before the primary!  For those of you running for City Council, I suggest you ask the same 
questions!  Now!  Oh, and share the info with Deena Winter at the Lincoln Journal Star.  She 
knows a lot about AV and eminent domain and seems quite capable of covering the story fairly.  
My guess is that the Council will not respond or refer my request to the mayor or to the gofer for 
the Council, Dana Roper, consummate city bureaucrat.  My guess is that I have asked so many 
questions that the Council will want three or four months to assemble the answers.  We'll see.  
There may be ONE Council member who might want to answer, if only on a preliminary basis, 
because he/she has some skepticism about the AV scheme.  But, let's face it, these people are 
part-timers who are dependant on bureaucrats to tell them what's what and how to vote!  I will 
share whatever response I receive with all of you.  I actually do not expect a response.  Perhaps 
Deena Winter will force a response.  You never know!  

Lt Col Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired



2800 Woods Boulevard, No. 908
Lincoln, NE 68502







































"J.R. Brown" 
<jrbrown3@hotmail.co
m>

03/15/2005 08:49 PM

To: danay@sk-law.com, plan@lincoln.ne.gov, mkrout@lincoln.ne.gov, 
pubworks@lincoln.ne.gov, rfigard@lincoln.ne.gov, 
bldgsafe@lincoln.ne.gov, mmerwick@lincoln.ne.gov

cc: mayor@ci.lincoln.ne.us, council@lincoln.ne.gov, 
jwalker@lincoln.ne.gov, info@kolnkgin.com, 
bjohnston@journalstar.com, 8@klkntv.com, gwinters@journalstar.com, 
krutledge@journalstar.com, sthomas@journalstar.com

Subject: Blindsided by Development

To: North Hills Business District Developer, Northern Lights LLC, SouthView 
Inc.
      City of Lincoln, Planning Department, Public Works, Building and 
Safety

CC: Mayor's Office, City Council, Planning Commission, News Media

From: J.R. Brown, 5501 Rockford Drive, Lincoln, NE 68521

First off, a general timeline of events:

On 8/23/2004 I wrote a letter to Ms. DaNay Kalkowski, attorney for Northern 
Lights LLC and SouthView Inc. to outline my personal concerns regarding the 
development located generally southeast of 14th and I-80. These concerns 
included two major items of discussion: North Hills Commercial Center - 
Building Structures and General Site Plan, 27th to 14th Street Fletcher Ave 
Connection.

On 9/29/2004 Mr. Chad Blahak, City Engineer said, "There will be a number of 
neighborhood meetings in which the design of Fletcher can be addressed." 
Planning Commissioner Pearson asked, "When do we anticipate the connection 
to 14th Street being made?" The response Mr. Blahak made was, "won't be 
until after 2007". I talked with Kent Morgan on 3/15/2005, he told me that 
this area is NOT under construction and still is in the design phase.

On 11/17/2004, a meeting was called by Ms. Kalkowski; in attendance were 
Annette McRoy and Jon Carlson from City Council and Planning Commission, 
respectively, and City Traffic Engineer Randy Hoskins. Many issues were 
discussed at this meeting, but more specifically North Hills Neighbors 
clearly outlined their disapproval with the preliminary plans for Fletcher 
Ave and made it clear that they felt out of the loop since this is the first 
time they officially heard about all of the development plans.

On 12/1/2004, I called a meeting to organize a subcommittee which took on 
the task of evaluating the development and coming up with detailed 
recommendations as attached. This was sent to Ms. Kalkowski on 2/10/2005.

On 1/10/2005, I testified before the City Council on how Fletcher Ave 
impacts our neighborhood and shared my neighborhoods concerns regarding this 
project. "There is great interest in the North Hills neighborhood on this 
project. I am asking the City provide maximum effort in communicating and 
involving the North Hills neighborhood in the earliest stages of this 
project throughout completion."

On 2/1/2005, North Hills introduced a comprehensive plan amendment for 
Fletcher Ave outlining the desire of the neighborhood to be involved in this 
project. The attached document sent to Ms. Kalkowski has this amendment 
included.



To my dismay, on 3/14/2005 after coming home from work, I noticed that work 
has begun to clear the Fletcher Ave right-of-way. I was certainly shocked to 
see 50 plus trees uprooted and laying in piles around the development. These 
trees formed two distinctive tree lines that would have been great for a 
bike trail location. See attached photo, Before.jpg and After1.jpg, 
After2.jpg. I get this awful feeling when a natural buffer between a 
neighborhood and a busy 14th St, I-80, and Commercial area is demolished as 
it has been in this case.

So my question is "What happened here?" Why was this right-of-way cleared? 
Why now? Here are the scenarios I can think of:

1. The developer cleared the City right-of-way without the City's 
permission. - I'd hope it isn't the case that developers or anyone for that 
matter can destroy City property.

2. The developer had permission from the City. - If this is the case, why 
did the City say "OK" when it's obviously clear and has been documented that 
the neighborhood is concerned about the development of this area.

Why is development work being done, when it was promised that the 
neighborhood would be involved? Where is the neighborhood involvement in 
this city?!?!

I find it incredibly difficult to get accurate information regarding this 
project that affects our neighborhood. I’m disappointed that the 
neighborhoods concerns are not being heard by the developer and city staff.

This is an important issue to our neighborhood and I hope this prompts your 
attention to look into the matter further.

Kind Regards,

J.R. Brown
North Hills
5501 Rockford Drive
(402) 617-0493

NH_BizDist_Proposal.p Before.jpg After1.JPG After2.JPG
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2/10/2005 
 
DaNay Kalkowski 
Seacrest & Kalkowski, P.C.               
1111 Lincoln Mall, Suite 350 
Lincoln, NE 68508 
(402) 435-6000 
danay@sk-law.com 

 
 

 
Dear Ms. Kalkowski, 
 
Over the past few months, the neighborhood has been taking a hard look at the proposed North 
Hills Retail Center, Fletcher Ave, and the impact these developments have on the neighborhood. 
 
On, January 31, 2005, the North Hills neighborhood development sub-committee held a 
neighborhood meeting in which the neighborhood endorsed the contents of this letter as well as the 
redesigned proposed plats included. 
 
The North Hills Neighborhood would appreciate your consideration of the following items: 
 
North Hills Commercial development 
 

1. Attached designs provide neighborhood friendly building envelopes which meet the following 
criteria: 

a. Shields the neighborhood from large parking space. 
b. Removes focus of Rockford Drive as an entry point into the commercial development. 
c. Provides screening by the strategic placement of building envelopes. 
d. Provides for smaller business office/retail space. 
 

2. For the developer to provide ‘forward throw’ lighting into the development. Lincoln Electric 
System to advise upfront on lighting design within the development. 

a. Meet the City of Lincoln design standards and the following additional items: 
i. No more than .5 foot candles of light, ambient or otherwise, shall shine past 

the business property onto the residential area. 
 
3. Acceptable use in order of preference to include, YMCA or similar exercise facility, medical 

center, small business office space, small retail office space, or a mixture of both. 
 

4. Involve the neighborhood upfront in the building design and ensure it compliments the 
quality of homes within the neighborhood. Buildings should have an ‘Earth-tone’ facade. 

 
5. Establish a percentage of the business development association’s dues to be allocated to the 

maintenance of the wetlands and commons areas. 
 

6. Business development covenants should restrict 24/7 retail business. 
 

7. Off-Sale alcohol sales should be restricted. 
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8. Any convenience store or gas station should not be within view of the neighborhood. 
 

9. No standalone bars or sports bars. Restaurants should not have attached beer gardens. 
 

10. Restrict tall signs that could be seen from the neighborhood. Additional restrictions on large 
signs in view from neighborhood. 

 
11. Buffer the development by a berm and/or retaining wall. 

 
12. Additional discussion to alleviate many neighbors concerns regarding wetlands impact, 

drainage, and recommendations from the Federal Government Corp of Engineers as 
mentioned in general note #29. 

 
 

 
Fletcher Ave Design 
 

1. Support for the North Hills Comprehensive Plan amendment, as attached. 
 
2. Developer request to Lincoln Electric System for the installation of shields on the street 

lighting. 
 

3. Support for a roundabout to be located at the Fletcher and Rockford intersection. 
 
 
 
I think it would be a good next step to arrange a meeting between you/your client and our 
neighborhood subcommittee to discuss these issues. We appreciate your time on this matter and 
look forward to your response. 
 
 

Respectfully, 
 
 
 
 

J.R. Brown 
North Hills Resident 
5501 Rockford Drive 
 
On behalf of the North Hills Neighbors 

 
 
 
 
CC: 
Annette McRoy, City Council 
Jon Carlson, Planning Commission 
Becky Horner, City Planning 
North Hills Neighborhood 
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APPLICANT                                                                                                      January 23, 2005 
 
North Hills Neighborhood, Third and Fourth Additions 
J.R. Brown 
5501 Rockford Drive 
Lincoln, Nebraska  68521 
(402) 617-0493 
jrbrown3@hotmail.com 
 
 
PROPOSAL 
 

1. To amend the City of Lincoln/Lancaster County comprehensive plan to update the Mobility 
and Transportation section, pages F103, F104, to change the functional classification of  
“Fletcher Ave., N. 14th St. to N. 27th St” from “Urban Minor Arterial” to: 

 
“Urban Collector” as defined in the Comprehensive Plan, “These streets serve as a link 
between local streets and the arterial system. Collectors provide both access and traffic 
circulation within residential, commercial, and industrial areas. Moderate to low traffic 
volumes are characteristic of these streets.” 

 
2. To amend the City of Lincoln/Lancaster County comprehensive plan to update the Mobility 

and Transportation section, page F110, “Fletcher Ave., N. 14th St. to N. 27th St. 4 lanes + 
turn lanes” to read as follows:  

 
“Fletcher Ave., N. 14th St. to N. 27th St. 2 lanes + turn lanes” 
 

 
QUESTIONAIRE 
 

1. Provide a detailed description and explanation of the proposed amendment. 
Include the Element (Land Use, Transportation, etc.) to be amended. (Please attach map 
and legal description if proposal is for specific tract of land.) 

 
By proposing “Fletcher Ave., N. 14th St. to N. 27th St” referred herein as “Fletcher”, from a 
“Urban Minor Arterial” to a “Urban Collector”, this clarification aligns Fletcher with the 
description of Urban Collector set forth in the comprehensive plan. See Figure 1. Fletcher is 
aligned with the Urban Collector description as: 
 

a. Fletcher is a link between a local residential and commercial streets and the arterial 
street system, N. 27th and N. 14th. 

 
b. Fletcher provides access and traffic circulation between the North Hills Neighborhood, 

North Creek Neighborhood, Proposed North Hills Retail, and North Creek Small 
Business Park. 

 
c. Fletcher offers motorists from the surrounding residential a safe and convenient way 

to move from a neighborhood to the arterial street system. 
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By proposing the down scaling of Fletcher from 4 lane + turn lanes, to 2 lane + turn lanes 
benefits in many ways to include: 
 

a. Allows for the allocation funds to higher priority street projects. 
 
b. Minimizes impact of light, chemical, trash, and other impacts on the wetlands which 

are maintained by the neighborhood association dues. 
 
c. Minimizes the impact of additional traffic generated through the neighborhoods. 
 
d. Decreases the speed at which traffic is regulated near the neighborhood. 

 
 

2. Describe how the proposal is currently addressed in the Comprehensive Plan. If the issue is 
not adequately addressed, describe the need for it. 

 
Fletcher is only discussed in the comprehensive plan in the capacity mentioned herein. This 
amendment is only intended to clarify the need of the neighbors and surrounding 
development while meeting the requirements to move forward on this street project in a 
well planned and orderly fashion. 

 
 

3. What do you anticipate will be the impacts (fiscal/CIP, environmental, phasing, etc.) caused 
by the proposal, including the geographic area affected and the issues presented? Why will 
the proposed change result in a net benefit to the community? If not, what type of benefit 
can be expected and why? 

 
Capital Improvement Program 
 
The Capital Improvement Program will be affected by the change of classification for 
Fletcher. Monies could be reallocated to higher priority street projects, sidewalk 
replacement, or inner-city street repair. 
 
Environmental Impact 
 
This amendment is a positive gain in preserving and protecting the wetlands in which 
Fletcher runs adjacent to. Chemicals from automobiles, other developments, and lighting 
would still have an impact on the wetlands; however this impact would be substantially 
decreased. 
 
Capacity Phasing 
 
This amendment allows for the downscaling of Fletcher, which may draw the question, how 
can this street scale to the future? Currently, the City owns 120 foot wide right-of-way 
which will be preserved to expand this street to the future as needed and communicated to 
the neighbors. There is no pressing need or requirement to complete a full build-out of 
Fletcher at this time. 
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Benefit to the Community 
 
On September 14, 2004, citizens of Lincoln voted down the streets, roads, and trails bond 
overwhelmingly which sent the signal to Lincoln’s elected officials that said a couple of 
things: 
 

 Citizens want to see plans and direction for street projects. 
 
 Citizens want to be involved in the process. 

 
 Citizens want to take care of what we have first and foremost. 

 
 

This amendment clearly meets these criteria demanded by the public: 
 

 This amendment provides a plan for the build-out of Fletcher. 
 
 Citizens have endorsed and have been involved in this amendment. 

 
 This amendment affords the opportunity to allocate funds to other projects and 

improvements to existing streets. 
 
 

North Hills and North Creek neighborhoods benefit directly in the following ways: 
 

 Large volumes of traffic are minimized, which leads to numerous benefits. 
 
 Additional protection of the wetlands which residences back up to. 

 
 The neighborhood is safer due to the lower speed requirements. 

 
 

4. How would the proposed change comply with the community vision statements, goals, 
principles, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan? Include any specific page numbers from 
the Plan, research, or reasoning that supports the proposed amendment. 

 
Found on page I1 and VI, the vision of the comprehensive plan is to address the quality of 
life and the conservation of the natural environment. This amendment fully supports these 
two ideals as well as enhancing the health, safety, and welfare of the citizens of the 
surrounding neighborhood. 
 

 
5. Is there public support for this proposed text amendment (i.e. have you conducted 

community meetings, etc.)? 
 

This comprehensive plan amendment has been endorsed by residents of North Hills, Third 
and Fourth additions. 
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Figure 1. General Area and Land Uses 
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Figure 2. Proposed 14th St. and Fletcher Ave. Connection 

 

 
 
 
 

Figure 3. Environment/ 
Wetland Impact of Fletcher Ave. 
 

 
 















DO NOT REPLY to this- 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov
>

03/15/2005 09:57 PM

To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc:

Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
  General Council

Name:     Emily Levine
Address:  2615 C Street
City:     Lincoln NE 68502

Phone:    402 438-3240
Fax:      
Email:    emily.levine@earthlink.net

Comment or Question:
As a lifelong resident of Lincoln I am deeply concerned about the quality of 
life in our neighborhoods. That is why I am urging to consider and support the 
Change of Zone 05014 for the Near South Neighborhood.
 If you have ever  owned a decent small home that you're happy in and proud of 
only to have it ruined by an 8-plex with a bank of air conditioner units 
running day and night right up against your lovely back yard, you might think 
about what that feels like.
The developers who build these things would never build them next dor to 
themselves.
Thank you,
Emily Levine



Joan V Ray

03/16/2005 11:09 AM

To: CKLTalley@aol.com
cc:

Subject: Re: Near South Neighborhood

Dear Ms. Talley:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

CKLTalley@aol.com

CKLTalley@aol.com

03/15/2005 10:59 PM
To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: Near South Neighborhood

  
To whom it may concern,
 
I am a proud home owner in the Near South Neighborhood.  I'm writing this e-mail in support of the Near 
South Neighborhood Rezoning Plan-Change of Zone 05014.  My husband and I moved into this historic 
neighborhood almost four years ago.  Since we bought our house three other young families have bought 
houses on our street.  We love this neighborhood, we want to raise our families in this neighborhood and 
we feel that this rezoning would be the best thing for our community.
 
Thank you for your time.
 
Christopher and Katee Talley
2650 C Street
 
CKLTalley@aol.com



Joan V Ray

03/16/2005 11:10 AM

To: Benjamin G Rader <brader1@unlnotes.unl.edu>
cc:

Subject: Re: bus rates

Dear Mr. Rader:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Benjamin G Rader <brader1@unlnotes.unl.edu>

Benjamin G Rader 
<brader1@unlnotes.un
l.edu>

03/16/2005 07:19 AM

To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: bus rates

Dear council members,
 
I am opposed to raising the city's bus rates for low income people.  This is a modest subsidy for people 
who already have an extraordinary difficult time making ends meet.  With increases for fares, the task of 
getting to work and shopping will substantially increase their burden.
 
sincerely,
Ben Rader
3255 W. Summit



Joan V Ray

03/16/2005 11:11 AM

To: Sharon R Nemeth <snemeth@unlnotes.unl.edu>
cc:

Subject: Re: Low-income bus passports

Dear Ms. Nemeth:  Your message has been received in the Council Office and will be forwarded to the 
Council Members for their consideration.   Thank you for your input on this issue.
Joan V. Ray
City Council Office
555 South 10th Street
Lincoln, NE - 68508
Phone: 402-441-6866
Fax:      402-441-6533
e-mail:  jray@ci.lincoln.ne.us

Sharon R Nemeth <snemeth@unlnotes.unl.edu>

Sharon R Nemeth 
<snemeth@unlnotes.u
nl.edu>

03/16/2005 08:32 AM

To: council@ci.lincoln.ne.us
cc:

Subject: Low-income bus passports

Dear City Council members: 

I have been a constant patron of Lincoln's mass transportation system since 1980.  In fact, when seeking 
employment that year I would not even interview for a position unless I could get to the work site via bus.  
I knew that any additional income I might earn for the family would not be sufficient to cover child care 
costs AND a second vehicle, so the alternative was to use the city buses for my transportation.  The route 
I have most consistently ridden is East Vine, although I am also familiar with the Bethany and University 
Place routes.  During those 25 years, I have RARELY ridden on a bus that exceeded capacity, although 
there were a few years on the East Vine bus that we would be crowded until we reached what is now 
Culler Middle School and the students deboarded. 

It seems to me that the city already has a "sunk cost" in providing mass transportation.  If some of the 
seats are being unused, it is appropriate to offer them at a reduced price to help individuals who might 
otherwise not be employed or miss educational opportunities.  Doing so has a long-term positive effect on 
our community.  I encourage you to find a way to continue this program. 

Sincerely, 

Sharon R. Nemeth 
720 West Broadview Drive 
Lincoln, NE   68505 
402-489-3571 (home) 
402-472-2333 (office)











DO NOT REPLY to this- 
InterLinc 
<none@lincoln.ne.gov
>

03/17/2005 08:08 AM

To: General Council <council@lincoln.ne.gov>
cc:

Subject: InterLinc: Council Feedback

InterLinc: City Council Feedback for
  General Council

Name:     Rena Worth
Address:  1203 S, 23
City:     Lincoln, NE. 68502

Phone:    
Fax:      
Email:    Rena@L-housing.com

Comment or Question:
I am writing in support of keeping the "Ride for Five" program at the current 
rate of $5.00 per pass.  I work at the Lincoln Housing Authority and many of 
our tenants depend on the Bus System for their means of transportation.  $5.00 
is an affordable amount for many to pay, and with the current gas prices, this 
is a good option for many.  I encourage many especially thoses who live in our 
units at Arnold Heights to ride the bus.





















































DIRECTORS’ MEETING
MINUTES

 MONDAY, MARCH 21, 2005
CONFERENCE ROOM 113

Council Members Present:  Terry Werner, Chair; Ken Svoboda, Vice-Chair; Jon Camp,
Jonathan Cook, Patte Newman, Glenn Friendt, Annette McRoy.
     
Others Present: Mayor Coleen Seng (absent), Mark Bowen, Ann Harrell, Darl Naumann, Lin
Quenzer, Mayor’s Office; City Clerk, Joan Ross; Rick Peo, Chief Assistant City Attorney;
Directors and Department Heads; Tammy Grammer, City Council Staff and Mark Andersen,
Lincoln Journal Star Representative. 

I. MAYOR 

Mark Bowen stated the Mayor is at Alice Abel’s funeral this morning, she will
be back in the afternoon.

Mr. Bowen stated he wants to mention one other thing to Council since next
Monday night is a night meeting and he thinks the Mayor has already talked to Terry
(Werner) about it.  The Mayor intends to be out of the office this Friday and also next
Monday.                      

Mr. Bowen called on Directors.  Don Herz stated Item 5 on their Agenda today
is a refinancing of transaction for the Building Commission and Jon (Camp) &
Jonathan (Cook) are aware of it.  There’s a fairly significant savings they realized and
Scott Keene from Ameritas Investment Corporation will be at the Council Meeting
to explain this is a refinance.  Mr. Cook commented so it’s saving money on our
existing and mentioned that tomorrow they have a Special Public Building
Commission Meeting to approve this refinancing.  Mr. Herz replied yes, it needs to
be approved by the County, the City and Public Building Commission and it doesn’t
matter what order they act.    [05-29-Ordinance approving (1) First Amendment to
Site Lease from the City and the County of Lancaster, Nebraska to the Lincoln-
Lancaster County Public Building Commission, (2) First Amendment to Lease
Agreement from the Commission to the County and the City and (3) the issuance of
not to exceed $27,000,000 of the Commission’s Tax Supported Lease Rental Revenue
Refunding Bonds, all with respect to the County-City Building and Hall of Justice.]
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Steve Masters stated Items 10 & 11 on their Agenda today are requests for
Multi-year funding for the Beal Slough & West O Sewer projects.  They have
requested that Item 10 (Beal Slough Sewer) be put on pending to work on the review
and the design to see if they can’t come up with cost statements.  However, Item 11
will continue forward today.  Mr. Werner asked indefinite pending?  Mr. Masters
replied yes, they intend to revisit to bring it forward but they still need to finish the
consultants review of the project.  [05R-58, Approving a contract involving the
expenditure of money from appropriations of more than one year for the Beal Slough
Relief Trunk Sewer-Phase I Project for the Lincoln Wastewater System.; and 05R-59,
Approving a contract involving the expenditure of money from appropriations of more
than one year for the West O Trunk Sewer Extension Project for the Lincoln
Wastewater System.]   

Fire Chief Spadt reported on the fire that happened Friday.  Chief Spadt stated
they’ve had several fires lately but the one probably the most known was on Friday
afternoon at 27th & Randolph and above the Tobacco Shop and there’s 10 apartments
up there.  It was a second alarm fire right at rush hour traffic which created quite a
mess.  Approximately $250,000 with of damage, no injuries and the cause is yet to be
determined, it’s still under investigation.

Ms. McRoy stated she saw in the newspaper that there was a grass fire in the area of
48th & Superior and it said there were units from all these other small communities that were
assisting them.  Ms. McRoy asked if they have mutual aid or is it costing them money when
they bring their pumper trucks or anything?  Fire Chief Spadt replied that is under the mutual
aid agreement so there is no separate cost.  Chief Spadt added that they don’t have the
equipment to handle grass fires in that kind of terrains so they call in and they have smaller
vehicles that can handle it.  

Lynn Johnson noted as a FYI on that fire the newspaper and KFOR reported it as
being private property, it’s not private property, it’s publicly owned.  It’s a piece of Boosalis
Park and they seeded it down to fescue last year so essentially the damage seems to be
[inaudible].  Ms. McRoy commented so it’s actually City park.  Mr. Johnson replied yes
that’s City property.  Mr. Cook added since it is City property is there a liability or any issue
there.  Mr. Johnson stated they have signs posted that say ‘City of Lincoln Property-No
Trespassing’ and it looks like kids in the neighborhood have gotten back in there and set up
kind of a tree fort or something.  So from a liability situation that is a concern,  but their most
concern is that it looks like there has been beer parties and that kind of thing back in there.
They have been in doing some clearing and opening some site lines through those areas to
try to discourage that kind of use and from what he can tell staff had piled up some brush in
the middle and it appears that perhaps somebody started that brush pile on fire. 
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Mr. Cook stated regarding the 27th & Randolph site that is a rather high dollar figure
is the building safe.  Adding is that just damage to the interior and will it be rebuilt inside or
is the building potentially something that would need to be removed.  Fire Chief Spadt
responded it’s damaged significantly, he doesn’t know what the owners plans are but it’s
probably able to be rehabbed he would imagine.  There’s no danger of clasp or anything like
that it can probably be fixed up and put back into service.  The bulk of the fire was contained
in one of the 10 apartment units on the second floor, it did burn through the roof and a lot of
water and smoke damage through out.  Mr. Werner asked if the businesses were closed?
Chief Spadt replied businesses are open.                                                    

1. Washington Report - March 11, 2005. — NO COMMENTS 
 
II. DIRECTORS 

FINANCE 

1. Material from Don Herz - RE: EMS Activity through February 28, 2005. —
NO COMMENTS  

FINANCE/AUDIT

1. Letter from Mark Leikam, City of Lincoln Keno Auditor - RE: Quarterly Keno
Compliance Audit. — NO COMMENTS 

  
FINANCE DEPARTMENT/CITY TREASURER

1.   Material from Don Herz, Finance Director & Melinda J. Jones, City Treasurer
- RE: Resolution & Finance Department, Treasurer of Lincoln, Nebraska -
Investments Purchased March 7 thru March 11, 2005. — NO COMMENTS

2. Monthly City Cash Report - City of Lincoln-Pledged Collateral Statement -
February 28, 2005. — NO COMMENTS   

PLANNING 

1. Letter from Marvin Krout to W. Cecil Steward, President/CEO, Joslyn Castle
Institute for Sustainable Communities. — NO COMMENTS 
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PUBLIC WORKS & UTILITIES DEPARTMENT 

1. Memo from Randy Hoskins - RE: Appeal of Use Permit #148. — NO
COMMENTS

2. Material - RE: Salt Creek Floodplain Mapping Update-Project Overview-
(Material for Pre-Council scheduled on 3/21/05) (See Material). — NO
COMMENTS  

WEED CONTROL AUTHORITY 

1. Combined Weed Program - City of Lincoln - February 2005 Monthly Report.
— NO COMMENTS

III. CITY CLERK 

City Clerk Joan Ross stated on the Agenda for today, Items 2 & 3 will be
called together.  [Application of DoughBoyz Inc. dba DoughBoyz Bistro/Scrumpy
Jacks for a Class I liquor license at 5400 South 56th Street, #185 and #195.; &
Manager application of Monty R. Crandon for DoughBoyz Inc. dba DoughBoyz
Bistro/Scrumpy Jacks at 5400 South 56th Street, #185 and #195.]  

City Clerk Joan Ross noted they’ve already talked about Item 10.  [05R-58,
Approving a contract involving the expenditure of money from appropriations of more
than one year for the Beal Slough Relief Trunk Sewer-Phase I Project for the Lincoln
Wastewater System.]   

On the “Miscellaneous Referral” is the Clerk’s Letter and Mayor’s Approval
of ordinances and resolutions passed by Council on March 14, 2005 and Zoning
Applications referred to the Planning Department.  

Mr. Cook stated this is a procedure question regarding Item 10.  They could put it on
indefinite pending or they could remove it from the Agenda and that would allow Public
Works to bring it forward when they feel it is appropriate to put it on 1st Reading again.
Following discussion, Council decided that they would withdraw Item 10.             
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IV. COUNCIL

 A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE

GLENN FRIENDT- NO COMMENTS

1. Request to Marc Wullschleger, Urban Development Director /Lynn Johnson,
Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Next steps for the University Place property
vacation (RFI#41-02/02/05). — 1.)  SEE RESPONSE FROM MARC
WULLSCHLEGER, URBAN DEVELOPMENT DIRECTOR
RECEIVED ON RFI#41-02/09/05. — NO COMMENTS 

ANNETTE McROY

Ms. McRoy stated regarding the letter in their Directors’ packet from the
parents of the lifeguard.  Lynn Johnson stated they started doing this the last 3 or 4
years with lifeguard staff particularly at Star City Shores.  They do an evaluation
through the summer and there are some staff that they don’t invite back that might
reapply.  What they did with this individual and actually several individuals they sent
out a letter saying their services as a life guard will not be needed.  They try to do it
early enough so they can look for another job because they’ve had situations in the
past where somebody whose a lifeguard for them one summer just shows up the next
summer expects that they will have a job.  They and the City Attorney’s Office have
had some long conversations with Mr. Beetz and he thinks it is a poor practice to be
letting people know that they’re not going to ask them to reapply for a job. His
daughter was a satisfactory employee, but certainly not stellar. Ms. McRoy
commented so is your expectation that you would be rehired if you were satisfactory
for the next summer or does everyone apply for the job or a certain amount will
always be given to people who had the job the year before.  Mr. Johnson stated they
don’t hold any jobs specifically for anybody the positions are all available.  They
encourage some people who have been good employees and done a good job to
reapply and like he said they let some know that they’re encouraging them to look
elsewhere for employment. This particular employee he knows that she had
conversations with her supervisor at least twice during the summer and he thinks that
this wouldn’t of been a surprise to her.  Mr. Werner commented it doesn’t have
anything to do with the closing of pools, right.  Mr. Johnson said no they are funded
for regular operations this year and that’s confusion out in the community that they
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are not talking about closing pools this summer.  Mr. Cook asked what percentage of
people who serve on these jobs reapply the following year?  Mr. Johnson stated he
can get him the actual number but it is a fairly significant number.  Mr. Cook
commented so that’s why you feel these letters are important because so many people
reapply.  Mr. Johnson stated yes and part of the challenge is particularly with these
kind of employments is that they do most of the hiring for all of our seasonal positions
between March and sometimes in April.  So if somebody thinks they are going to
have a summer job and they find out in May or June that they’re not planning on
hiring them they probably don’t have an opportunity to line up another job because
as he said most of the hiring is done very early.  Mr. Cook asked if they have gotten
any complaints like this before?  Mr. Cook suggested to Mr. Johnson maybe change
their practice and if they still feel like prior notice is important they can send out
letters saying please check with them if they’re interested in reapply or something to
that without actually putting in the letter that they are not going to be hired back.  Mr.
Johnson stated this is actually the first time, a lot of times people have expressed
appreciation of knowing that they weren’t planning to rehire them because it did give
them an opportunity to look for employment elsewhere.  They only do this with
lifeguard employees that it is a little bit more specialized because of the training and
life guarding.  Mr. Camp commented he was kind of dumbfounded by this that they
would send out a notice that they are not going to rehire them when they haven’t even
applied.  Mr. Camp commented if an employees performance wasn’t staler and
sufficient that he/she might know not reapply or if they did reapply than that would
be the time to say we appreciate it we’ll take it under advisement.  But to
affirmatively do this he thinks it is not a policy that he would support and they
probably should change it.  Mr. Camp noted that he got a call from Mr. Beetz’s and
he addressed his concerns and it seems like this thing is escalating perhaps
unnecessarily.  Mr. Camp commented is there an attempt to make a personal apology
and secondly if the daughter used the City Parks as a reference what type of reference
would she get, would they give a reference.  Mr. Johnson stated she would get the
standard reference they give dates of employment and confirm she was a employee
and that’s the recommendation they have with the Personnel Department but their
standard practice is that they don’t give references about the quality of their service.
They talked with Personnel and Law before they did this and they felt given those
seasonal employees prior notification was a good thing because that allows them to
look for other employment.  Particularly college students who rely on that income to
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continue their education they felt that was reasonable thing to do.  Mr. Friendt
commented to Mr. Johnson that he appreciates what he is trying to do but handling
something like that by mail is awful tough.  He thinks it would be more appropriate
that reviews are done at the end of the season and at that point the manager can speak
to people individually and take care of it at that time.  He supports what they are
trying to do, he just thinks they can do it a little bit better.  Mr. Johnson stated they
can talk and revise the process.  He does understand the concern that Mr. Beetz felt
like his daughter received a negative letter from them and that was certainly not the
intent, it was just to encourage her to look for other employment.                             
                                                                                                                                     
                                    
1. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each

Department for  specifically requested  information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995, 2000 and 2003 (RFI #164 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request
w/P.Newman). — NO COMMENTS

PATTE NEWMAN 

Ms. Newman stated she had a lot of phone calls from people on two different
items.  First regarding North Hills-14th & Fletcher and asked Public Works if they
have any information on it.  Nicole Fleck-Tooze said yes, she will also respond in an
e-mail, but generally the questions had to do with the grading and some of the tree
removal.  The trees that were in the Fletcher right-of-way, first thing to recall is
recently the King right-of-way was just dedicated a couple weeks ago independent
link on that the grading is very consistent with what was shown on the previously
approved North Hills preliminary plat.  A grading for the right-of-way and [inaudible]
part of that previously approved plat it is also in conformance with that they show on
their grading plan that was submitted to Lower Platte South NRD.  The NRD did go
out to the site with our staff and there are some problems with some of the roads and
[inaudible] independently from that grading and those are being addressed.  They
have sent a letter and they have 10 days to comply and respond to it.  

Regarding the questions on the wetlands and the drainage way that goes
through this, there is not a minimum flood corridor through that site and the developer
is not obligated through our subdivision ordinance to identify wetlands.  That maybe
something the CORE needs to come out and take a look at, but just in terms of our
City standards it will probably be more of a CORE issue regarding the wetlands.  Ms.
Newman stated the concern was that water shed drains I-80 and her understanding
from the neighbors is that it drains down into it and if they fill in that water shed 
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where is that water going to go.  Ms. Tooze commented it is graded right now as kind
of a sallowest well, but they will take another look at it.  Ms. Newman commented so
they’re on it and the trees although they might have been in the City right-of-way it
was okay to remove all the trees.  Ms. Tooze replied yes.  Ms. Newman noted the
situation there was some neighbors that came home to their development in North
Hills, they had this beautiful tree lined area before and they came home and all the
trees were gone and so there was a lot of concern.       

Second question was regarding South of Superior & Industrial Avenue a lot of
industrial construction.  Nicole Fleck-Tooze stated that her, Lynn (Johnson) & Mike
Merwick visited about this and Lynn (Johnson) actually went out and got some
photos.  [Lynn Johnson passed around the photos for Council to take a look at.]   Mr.
Johnson stated it looks like there is two types of filler on there.  Some of it is real
clean fill and some of its fill has asphalt and concrete in it and they’re checking in to
a private property to see collectively whether there is approval to do that.  The one
photo shows that it is a fairly wide corridor through there and there’s a pretty good
[inaudible] in one area, but they can certainly come in and ask for additional
maintenance to sort of beef up that stream along that edge.  There is some debris in
the drainage structure along that creek and the Parks Department is working with the
NRD on it.  Ms. Newman asked whose responsible for cleaning it out in case there is
a big rain?  Ms. Tooze said ultimately the NRD, but they are also working with the
Parks Department on it.                                  

                                       

1. Request to Don Taute, Personnel Director RE: Breakdown for Each
Department for specifically requested  information on M-Class Employees for
Years 1995,  2000 and 2003 (RFI #30 - 02-18-05 - Joint Request
w/A.McRoy). — NO COMMENTS 

2. Request to Lynn Johnson, Parks & Recreation Director - RE: Request for more
information on the tennis courts at Woods Park- (RFI#31-03/04/05). — 1.)
SEE RESPONSE FROM LYNN JOHNSON, PARKS & RECREATION
DIRECTOR RECEIVED ON RFI#31-3/14/05. — Ms. Newman stated this
Request For Information (#31) can be removed from the Agenda. 

3. Request to Marc Wullschleger, Urban Development/Lynn Johnson, Parks &
Recreation/Ann Harrell, Public Works - RE: Requesting information about the
proposed bike/ped bridge over North 27th Street - (RFI#32-3/15/05). — NO
COMMENTS
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JONATHAN COOK - NO COMMENTS   

JON CAMP

Mr. Camp stated regarding 48th & “O” Street, he heard on some of the land they’ve
acquired for the right-of-way there on the BlockBuster video property that the purchased
price did not include the purchase of an easement.  They bought the property but they failed
to recognize that there was a right-of-way easement and they will now have to go back and
purchase it.  Mr. Camp commented apparently there is a right-of-way easement to go across
from “O” Street north to other properties and asked Public Works if that’s correct.  Ann
Harrell stated she will have to do some checking on it with our right-of-way acquisition staff
because she’s not personally involved in that process.                            

KEN SVOBODA - NO COMMENTS

TERRY WERNER 

Mr. Werner stated he would like to speak with Police Chief Casady after the
Directors’ Meeting today.

V. MISCELLANEOUS

1. E-Mail from Ingrid Lott - RE: The proposed Wal-Mart at 84th & Adams. —
NO COMMENTS 

2. E-Mail from Monica Janssen, BA, MHS - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program.
— NO COMMENTS   

3. Letter from Yolanda Rentina - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

4. E-Mail from Dr. Patrick Jones - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS 

5. E-Mail from Mark Filholm - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS 
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6. E-Mail from Carleen Sanchez - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

7. Letter from Tasha Thomas - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

8. E-Mail from S. Todd Swanson - RE: Change of Zone #05014-(Council received
copy of this E-Mail on 3/14/05 in their file folders before Formal Council
Meeting). — NO COMMENTS 

9. Letter from Charles W. Swingle - RE: ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

10. E-Mail from Lt. Col. Joseph W. Johnson, Jr., USAF Retired - RE: Antelope
Valley. — NO COMMENTS       

11. Letter & Material from Steve Pella, Aquila - RE: Aquila has announced a major
step in its strategy to achieve investment-grade utility status-The announcement
is attached. — NO COMMENTS  

12. Letter & Material from Mike Marsh, V.P., Realty Trust Group - RE: Requesting
to put item on Pending - Change of Zone #05004-84th Street & Old Cheney
Road-Pine Garden Planned Unit Development. — NO COMMENTS 

13. Letter from Jeannette Christianson, Administrative Assistant, Lincoln Medical
Education Partnership (LMEP) Pathways to Self-Sufficiency Program - RE:
The ‘Ride for Five’ Program. — NO COMMENTS   

14. Letter & Material from Paul Beetz & Colette Beetz - RE: My daughter received
an unpleasant letter from Lincoln Parks & Rec. telling her that her services as
lifeguard were not needed. — Ms. McRoy mentioned this letter earlier during
her comments.  (See that discussion)    

15. E-Mail & Material from J.R. Brown, North Hills - RE: Blind sided by
Development. — NO COMMENTS   

16. E-Mail from Emily Levine - RE: Change of Zone 05014. — NO COMMENTS

17. E-Mail from Christopher & Katee Talley - RE: Near South Neighborhood. —
NO COMMENTS 
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18. 2 -E-Mail’s from Ben Rader & Sharon Nemeth - RE: Low-income bus
passports. — NO COMMENTS 

19. Letter from A. Bus Rider - RE: Would like you to keep the ‘Ride For Five’
Program. — NO COMMENTS 

20. Letter from Terri Smith - RE: Please consider continuing the ‘Ride For Five’
Program. — NO COMMENTS

21. Letter from Don & Darlene Muthersbaugh - RE: In support of Change of Zone
05014. — NO COMMENTS 

22. Faxed Letter from Janice Harroun - RE: Change of Zone 05014. — NO
COMMENTS 

23. E-Mail from Rena Worth - RE: In support of keeping the ‘Ride For Five’
Program. — NO COMMENTS 

24. Letter from Jamie Taylor - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

25. Letter from Tanna Shoyo - RE: The ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO
COMMENTS

ADDENDUM - (For March 21st) 

I. MAYOR

1. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Section Of North 16th Street To Close Permanently-Section
of North 17th to close temporarily for water main work. — NO COMMENTS

2. NEWS RELEASE - RE: Lincoln Water System Reports Water Main Break. — NO
COMMENTS 

3. NEWS ADVISORY - RE: Mayor Seng’s Public Schedule Week of March 19-24,
2005-Schedule subject to change. — NO COMMENTS

II. CITY CLERK - NONE
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III. CORRESPONDENCE

A. COUNCIL REQUESTS/CORRESPONDENCE - NONE

B. DIRECTORS AND DEPARTMENT HEADS 

BUILDING & SAFETY 

1. Response Letter from Bob Siemsen, Chief Plumbing Inspector to Rod Hornby - RE:
Question about charging twice for an unfinished basement bathroom -(Council
received a copy of this letter in their Thursday packets on 3/17/05). — NO
COMMENTS      

    C. MISCELLANEOUS

1. E-Mail from Dayna Krannawitter, Carol Yoakum Family Resource Center - RE:
Please continue the ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO COMMENTS  

2. Letter from Arthur Brannan - RE: Please continue the ‘Ride For Five’ Program. —
NO COMMENTS 

3. E-Mail from Dwayne Wilson - RE: The Great Bus Pass Debate. — NO COMMENTS

4. E-Mail from Kelly Helm Smith, Program Facilitator, African Community Center -
RE: Please maintain the ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO COMMENTS 

5. E-Mail from Mary O’Hare - RE: Urge you to support the resolution to continue
funding of the ‘Ride For Five’ Program. — NO COMMENTS                          

VI.  MEETING ADJOURNED - Approximately at 11:30 a.m. 

dm032105/tjg
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